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Abstract

The problem of variable length and fixed-distortion universal source coding (or D-semifaithful source
coding) for stationary and memoryless sources on countably infinite alphabets (co-alphabets) is addressed
in this paper. The main results of this work offer a set of sufficient conditions (from weaker to stronger)
to obtain weak minimax universality, strong minimax universality, and corresponding achievable rates
of convergences for the worse-case redundancy for the family of stationary memoryless sources whose
densities are dominated by an envelope function (or the envelope family) on oco-alphabets. An important
implication of these results is that universal D-semifaithful source coding is not feasible for the complete
family of stationary and memoryless sources on co-alphabets. To demonstrate this infeasibility, a sufficient
condition for the impossibility is presented for the envelope family. Interestingly, it matches the well-
known impossibility condition in the context of lossless (variable-length) universal source coding. More
generally, this work offers a simple description of what is needed to achieve universal D-semifaithful
coding for a family of distributions A. This reduces to finding a collection of quantizations of the product
space at different block-lengths — reflecting the fixed distortion restriction — that satisfy two asymptotic
requirements: the first is a universal quantization condition with respect to A, and the second is a vanishing
information radius (I-radius) condition for A reminiscent of the condition known for lossless universal

source coding.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Universal Source Coding (USC) has a long history [2]-[6], starting with the seminal work of Davis-
son [5] who formalized the variable-length lossless coding problem and introduced relevant information
quantities. In lossless variable-length source coding, it is well-known that if we know the statistics of a
stationary and memoryless source, the Shannon entropy of the 1D marginal of the process characterizes
the minimum achievable rate [3]. However, when the statistics of the source are not known but the source
belongs to a family of stationary and memoryless distributions A, the problem reduces to characterizing
the worst-case expected overhead (or worse-case redundancy) that a pair of encoder and decoder exhibit
due to the lack of knowledge about true distribution [2], [7]. In fact, a seminal information-theoretic
result states that the least worst-case overhead (or minimax redundancy of A) is fully characterized by
the information radius of A [2].

The information radius (I-radius) has been richly studied by the community, and there are numerous
contributions [8]—-[12]. In particular, it is well-known that the I-radius grows sub-linearly for the family
of finite alphabet stationary and memoryless sources [2], which implies the existence of a universal
source code that achieves Shannon entropy for every distribution in this family provided that the block
length tends to infinity. Unfortunately, this positive result does not extend to the case of stationary and
memoryless sources on countably infinite alphabets (oco-alphabets) [4], [6], [8]. From an information
complexity perspective, this infeasibility result means that the I-radius of this family is unbounded for
any finite block-length; consequently, lossless universal source coding for oo-alphabet stationary and
memoryless sources is an intractable problem.

There has been renewed interest in USC with infinite alphabets in recent year [8], [9], [13]-[15].
Restricting the study to the case of memoryless sources with marginal densities dominated by an envelope
function f (or the envelope family Ay), a series of new results have been presented in [8], [9], [13],
[15]. Remarkably, [8, Theorems 3 and 4] show that f being summable (over the infinite alphabet) is a
necessary and sufficient condition to guarantee strong minimax universality for the envelope family
Ay. Consequently, universality can be achieved for a non-trivial (infinite dimensional) collection of
distributions with infinite support. Furthermore, the specific rate of convergence for the worse-case

redundancy (i.e., the information radius of A ) has been derived for exponential and power law (envelope)
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families in oo-alphabets as well the construction of coding schemes that achieve optimal worse-case
redundancies (information limits) [9], [13], among other interesting results.

Complementing the previous results on infinity alphabet sources and using ideas from weak source
coding by Han [16], the almost lossless universal source coding was introduced in [15], [17]. The general
of this approach is to relax the lossless assumption by introducing a non-zero distortion that tends to
zero with the block-length (asymptotic zero distortion), with the intention of achieving weak universality
over the entire collection of memoryless sources on oco-alphabets [14], [15]. Results in this weak setting
demonstrate that almost lossless USC is feasible for the entire family of stationary and memoryless
distributions [15, Th. 4] on oo-alphabets, and the sensitive role that the vanishing distortion plays on the

analysis of the problem when moving from a point-wise to a uniform convergence to zero [15, Th. 5].

A. Contributions

In this paper, we investigate the problem introduced by Ornstein and Shields in [18] of fixed-distortion
and variable length universal source coding—or universal D-semifaithful coding—for co-alphabet sources.
Following the line of work of the seminal paper by Boucheron et al. [8], among others [9], [13], [15],
we study the family of stationary and memoryless sources whose densities are dominated by an envelope
function f by adopting the criterion of strong minimax universality [2]. The redundancy in this case
is measured with respect to the rate-distortion function lower bound [3], [19], [20]. Our main results
(cf. Theorem 3 and 4) parallel the results presented in the lossless problem [8, Theorems 3 and 4] and
offer a set of conditions on the envelope function to obtain weak minimax universality, strong minimax
universality as well as an achievable rate of convergence for the worse-case redundancy. Conversely,
Theorem 3 shows that if the envelope function is not summable, then strong minimax universality is
not feasible, i.e., an impossible result. Indeed, this result matches the infeasibility condition known for
the case of lossless USC [8]. More generally, we present a simple result that captures what is needed
(necessary and sufficient conditions) to achieve universal D-semifaithful source coding in terms of some
asymptotic properties imposed on a collection of partitions of the source alphabet (Theorem 2).

A central technical contribution of this paper relies on the derivation of a lower bound for the minimax
redundancy of a D-semifaithful code, operating at a given distortion level, which is obtained using a
redefined expression of the [-radius for the family of sources. The resulting I-radius expression is based on
the information divergence restricted to quantization cells (or bins) induced by the D-semifaithful code.
This lower bound represents the central ingredient to derive the impossibility argument over envelope

families. On the other hand, achievable results are obtained for summable envelope functions, similarly to
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the case of lossless source coding [8], [9]. For this a two-stage constructive coding scheme is employed
(operating at a fixed distortion) for which results are adopted from universal D-semifaithful coding on
finite alphabets (Lemma 4) and universal lossless source coding on oco-alphabets [8], [9]. To the best of
our knowledge, our results are the first that explore universal D-semifaithful coding for stationary and
memoryless sources on oo-alphabets using the criterion of strong minimax universality. A preliminary
version of this paper was presented in [1] where some of the results were introduced without a complete

presentation of their proofs.

B. Related Work on Universal D-semifaithful for Finite Alphabet Sources

Relevant results on universal D-semifaithful coding have been presented for finite alphabet sources [18],
[21], [22]. In particular, Ornstein and Shields [18] proposed a universal D-semifaithful code for finite
alphabet ergodic sources deriving almost-sure convergence of the rate of the code to the rate-distortion
function (a sample-wise analysis). Complementing this analysis, Yu and Speed [21] proposed a two-stage
universal D-semifaithful code for the family of finite alphabet stationary and memoryless sources with
some added regularity conditions. They showed that the average rate of this D-semifaithful code achieves
(uniformly over this family) the rate-distortion function at a rate of convergence that is O(n~!logn). On
the optimality of this last constructive result, it is showed in [23] that the rate O(n~'logn) is optimal at
least for the Hamming distortion measure. This optimality was showed more generally in [24] and they
also presented new schemes that achieve the optimal rate of convergence of O(n~!(logn + o(logn)))
for finite alphabet stationary and memoryless sources. Results of the same nature were obtained in [25].
Revisiting the sample-wise redundancy analysis of lossy source coding operating at a fixed distortion,
Kontoyiannis [22] showed that the best (sample-wise) redundancy rate (in bits per sample) of a code that
knows the model is O(1/4/n) (a converse result). The analysis was then extended to a universal setting,
where for finite alphabet memoryless sources the same redundancy rate (sample-wise) of O(1/+/n)
is shown. Surprisingly in terms of sample wise redundancy, this work showed that no penalization is
observed when moving from an optimal code that knows the model to a universal setting for finite
alphabet memoryless sources. This matching is non-observed when the analysis is based on the average
redundancy of a code [2].

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section II introduces some definitions and basic elements
for the formalization of the problem. Section III presents the universal D-Semifaithful source coding
problem and introduces a general result (Theorem 2). Section IV presents results for the family of

envelope distributions (Theorems 3 and 4). The arguments used to prove the main results, Theorems 3
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and 4 are presented in Section V. Final remarks and directions for future work are presented in Section

VI. Finally, supporting results and technical derivations are relegated to the Appendix sections.

II. MAIN DEFINITIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

Let us denote by X a countably infinite alphabet, without loss of generality the integers. The space
is equipped with a distortion function p : X x X — R™, and the non-trivial scenario is assumed where
p(x,x) > 0if T # x. For any n > 1, we have p, : X" x X" — R™ of block length n to be the standard
single letter construction obtained from p [19], [20], where for any z" = (x1, .., x,) and " = (Z1, .., Tn)
in X" -

pn (2™, ") = - ; p(xi, T;). (1)

A D-semifaithful code of length n operating at a distortion d > 0 is a variable length coding scheme
operating at a fixed distortion [18], [22]. More precisely, we consider the following definition:

Definition 1: A D-semifaithful code of length n operating at distortion d > 0 is defined/denoted by
a triplet &, = (¢n,Cpn, Dy), Where

o ¢p: X" — B, C X" is a quantizer,

o Cp: By — {0,1}" = Up>1 {0, 1}k is a binary (variable length and prefix-free) encoder, and

e D, :{0,1}* — B, is a binary decoder,
satisfying that for any z™ € X"

pn(z"; Pn(z")) < d. 2

The set B,, = {¢n(z"), 2™ € X"} contains the prototypes of &, in X™. In this construction, the binary
encoder C,, which is variable length, is prefix-free [3] meaning that it satisfies the Kraft-MacMillan

inequality:
Z 2 L) < 1,

€8,

where £ : {0,1}" — N\ {0} is the function that returns the length (number of bits) of a vector in
{0,1}".
Importantly for the analysis presented in this paper, the code &,, = (¢, Cp, D,,) induces a partition in

X" given/denoted by
79, = {Anyr = 05 ({y"}).y" € B} € 2, (3)

where we assume the non-suboptimal (and expected) condition that y" € A,, ,» for any prototype y" € B,,.
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A. The Source Coding Problem

Let us consider an information source (a random sequence) X = (X,,),>1 with values in X and process
distribution denoted by © = {pu, € P(X"),n > 1}, where for any n > 1 X" = (Xy,.., Xp) ~ pn, and
P(X™) denotes the collection of probabilities in X™. Then, the rate (in bits per sample) for encoding X"

with a D-semifaithful code &, of length n operating at distortion d > 0 is given by

R(E pn) = - Extom, {LCa(Gn(X))} @

Using the source model u, the variable length fixed distortion lossy source coding problem reduces to
minimizing R(&, pty,) in (4) over the family of D-semifaithful codes (operating at distortion d) for any

n > 1 [6], [26]. It is well-known that for any D-semifaithful code &, [2], [3]

R(E, pn) = H(vp,), (5)

where v,,, denotes the probability induced by i, and ¢,, in the reproducible alphabet B,,, i.e., vy, (y") =
pin (95, ({y"})) for any y™ € By, and

H(vy,) = - Z Uy, (1) log (v, (7)) (6)

ieBn
is the Shannon entropy of v, € P(B,) [3], [20] and the log function is base 2. Furthermore, fixing ¢,
(the quantizer) and optimizing over the encoder-decoder pairs (Cy,, D,,) (the prefix-free mappings from
B, to {0,1}"), we have that [3], [20]:

H(”un) +1 H(Uun)

> i mny n’DTLv n Z
- (Crgg{l)R((qﬁ CnsDn), i) -

(7

A convenient way to write the entropy of the induced distribution v,,,,, in (7) is as the entropy of p,, but
projected over quantization (or a sub-sigma field of the measurable space (X", 2X")). Given a partition
m = {A;,i € T} (countable or finite) of X" and a probability p € P(X"), we introduce the entropy of p

restricted over the sub-sigma field o(7) by:

Hy(my (1) = — Y p(Ai) log u(A;) < H(p)
1€L
:—Z ") log p(z™), &)
zrexn

where the last inequality follows from basic information inequalities [3]. Then, H(v,, ) is equal to

Hey(r, y(pn) and (7) can be re-written by:

HO' T, n + 1 HO' e n
)W) T L R((dny Cos Do), i) = tren)tin)

n (Cro.Dn) n

€))
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From (9), the source coding (operational) problem is

Ry(d, pn) = nglin R(&, pin), (10

where &, is running over the family of D-semifaithful codes of length n operating at distortion d (Def.1).

This operational problem can be considered equivalent to solve':

Ho(w) (/‘Ln)
n(d; pin) = min —————, 11

where Q,,(d) denotes the collection of partitions of X" where any 7 in Q,(d) satisfies that: VA € m,

Jy™ € A such that

sup pn(z",y") <d,
rEA

i.e., any m € Q,(d) offers a d-covering of X" with respect to p,,.
For memoryless and stationary sources, it is well known that lim,,_, Ry (d, it,,) convergences to the
celebrated rate-distortion function [3], [20], which is a function of x; € P(X) [6], [26]. For completeness,

we briefly revisit this result here.

B. The Source Coding Theorem
Let us consider (X,,),>1 to be a stationary and memoryless source characterized by p; € P(X). The
rate distortion function of pu = {p,,n > 1} relative to p is given by [6]:
. * _ . *
inf R*(d, pin) = lim R*(d, pin),
where

1
R*(d, ) = ﬁlijn\f,I(U;V). (12)

The infimum in (12) is taken with respect to the collection of joint random vectors (U, V) in X" x X"

satisfying that U ~ p,, and P(p, (U, V) < d) = 1 [6]. By the definitions of these objects, it is simple to

verify that Ry, (d, tin) > Ry (d, pn) > R*(d, pup,) for any n > 1. Importantly, Kieffer showed that:
THEOREM 1: (Kieffer [6, Th. 4]) For a D-semifaithful coding problem operating at distortion d > 0,

lim Ry (d, pn) = ILm R*(d, pn) = R*(d, p11)- (13)

n—oo

The last expression in (13) is the single letter information theoretic limit of this problem [6].

"Up to a discrepancy of at most 1/n in bits per sample.
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III. A GENERAL RESULT ON UNIVERSAL D-SEMIFAITHFUL CODING

In universal source coding, the objective is to find a coding scheme that achieves the performance limit
in (13) without knowledge of the underlying source distribution [2], [7]. To formalize this problem in
the context of D-semifaithful coding, let (X,,),>1 be a stationary and memoryless source with values in
X, where we impose that p; belongs to A C P(X). Let {&, = (¢n,Cn, Dp),n > 1} be a D-semifaithful
coding scheme operating at distortion d > 0 with respect to the single letter distortions {p,,n > 1}.
Following the definitions used in universal lossless source coding [5], we say that:

Definition 2: A coding scheme {&,,n > 1} (operating at distortion d > 0) is strongly minimax

universal for A at distortion d if,

lim sup [R(En, 1) — Rald, )] =0, (14)

n—oo Hn EA"

worse-case redundancy over A™ of £,
where A" = {u", u € A} C P(X™), and p" is the product (i.i.d.) distribution induced by p € P(X).

By definition of R,,(d, u™) in (11), we have that R(&,,, u™)—Ry(d, u") > 0 and, consequently, this last
expression can be interpreted as the redundancy (in bits per sample) we have to accept for not knowing
the distribution of X" and using a distribution independent lossy encoder. Therefore if {{,,n > 1} is
strongly minimax universal, it means that as the block length tends to infinity (and uniformly over the
family of hypotheses in A), the scheme achieves the best performance obtained by a scheme that knows
the distribution of the source previous to encoding. Similarly, we say that:

Definition 3: A scheme {,,n > 1} (operating at distortion d > 0) is weakly minimax universal for
A at distortion d if [5],

Jim [R(E0 ") = Ra(d.p")] =0, Y€ A, (13)

In contrast to Definition 2, being weakly minimax universal imposes a point-wise convergence of the
redundancy over the collection of hypotheses in A.

Before we move to the presentation of the main context of study of this work, we present a general

analysis for the worse-case redundancy in (14).

A. Minimax Redundancy Analysis

Let &, = (¢n,Cpn, Dy,) be a D-semifaithful code of length n operating at distortion d > 0, and u be a

distribution in A C P(X). Then, the average redundancy of &, (in bits per sample) can be expressed by

R(&n, 1) = Rald, ) = R(fn,u">—H”(”;)(Mn)}+{H0(m£)(“n)
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where 74 is the partition of X" induced by ¢,, (see Eq.(3)), and p"* = px .. x u € P(X") is a short-hand
for the n-fold distribution induced by p. In particular, the first term on the right-hand-side (RHD) of (16)
is non-negative from (9) and the second term is non-negative from the definition in (11).

1) The Projected Information Radius of A™ with Respect to 7, : For the moment, let us concentrate on
the analysis of [R(¢, ") — Hy(x, y(1™)/n] in (16). From a well-known connection between distributions
and prefix-free codes [3], the encoder C,, can be associated with a distribution v, € P(B,,) and R(&, u")—

Hey(r, y(1™)/n can be approximated (up to a discrepancy of 1/n) by

1 1 n v "(yn)
—D(vullve,) = > v (y™) log U" ) >0,
ynGBn Cn y

where v,» € P(B,,) is a short-hand for the distribution induced by ;" and ¢,, in the reproducible space

B,,. Then, we can consider the worse case (over A) of this discrepancy by

1
RE(A, & )= —supD(vu ||lve,) > 0. (17)
S~~~ MEA
(¢nycn7’Dn)

For the rest of the analysis, it is convenient to fix the quantization ¢,, (i.e., B,, and its associated partition
7y, ) and optimize the prefix-free mapping from B, to {0,1}" with respect to the divergence term in
(17). The solution of this problem introduces the information radius of the family A™ projected over the

sigma field induced by the partition 74 [2]. More precisely, we obtain the following:

min sup R(fn = (¢nacn7Dn)aﬂn) - w A min Ri(Aafn = (¢nycnapn)) (18)
(Cn,Dy) nEA n (Cn,Dy)

= %R*(A",o(%)), (19)

where from (17)

RT (A", o(m = min sup D(vu||v
(Wofm)) = i sup Divgel)
= min sup Dy(r,)(p"[[v) - (20)

UE’P(X")M cAn™

information radius of A™ projected on 7y,
The last expression in (20) is written in terms of the divergence between distributions on the original

sample space X" but restricted over the cells of 7y, using that:

o) =" u(A) log )sD(qu), 1)
Aem )

for any 7 partition of X" and p,v € P(X"). Finally, the approximation in (18) is up to a discrepancy of
1/n.

January 13, 2022 DRAFT



10

In summary for a fixed quantizer ¢,, optimizing the second-stage (over the collection of prefix-
free encoder-decoder pairs) reduces to the information radius problem in (20). This problem finds the
distribution that is closest to the entire family A;‘ (or the centroid of the family) using the divergence
restricted over the sub-sigma field o (7, ) in (21). Interestingly, this is the same information radius
characterization used in universal (variable length) lossless source coding [2].

2) Universal Quantization over A™: Let us now concentrate on the analysis of the other term

[Hy(r,,) (") /7 = Rn(d, )]

in (16), which depends exclusively on the quantizer ¢,, (or equivalently on 74, € Q,(d), see (11)). Then
moving to the universal setting, it is reasonable to optimize 74, € Q,(d) over the worse-case discrepancy

given by:

min - sup | Hoe(p") = min  Hoee(u")] 22)
ﬁeQn(d)weRn W) T*€Q,(d) (=) (1)

This problem can be interpreted as the universal minimax counterpart of the problem presented in (11).

B. Strong-Minimax Universality

From the analysis made on the two terms in (16), one could notice that everything reduces to the
selection of the first-stage of the encoding process (the quantization). The following result formalizes
this observation:

THEOREM 2: A necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of a strongly universal D-
semifaithful code operating at distortion d > 0 for A (Def. 2) is that there is a sequence of partitions
{mn,n > 1} satisfying the following:

i) m, € Qu(d) for all n > 1, (the fixed distortion requirement)

i) limy o LRY (A", 0(m,)) = 0, and
= Supnepn [Ho(r,) (") — mingeo, (@) Hom (1")] = 0.

From this result achieving strong minimax universality for A at distortion d requires meeting two

i) limy, oo

important conditions: on the one hand, that a universal quantizer can be found that approximates the best
performance stated in (11) as the block-length tends to infinity (the approximation criterion in iii)), and,
on the other hand, that the resulting information radius of the projected family grows sub-linearly with
the block-length (the complexity criterion in ii)). This result captures the information radius condition
known in the lossless universal source coding problem, but adds another component making the problem
conceptually more difficult to address, which is the existence of a universal quantization for the family

{A"™,n > 1} in the sense of condition iii).
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11

In this fixed-distortion setting, we could move to the extreme of asking for a zero distortion (d = 0),
where for any reasonable distortion, the quantizer ¢,, needs to be the identity to meet the distortion crite-
rion in i). In this context, condition iii) is trivially met and minimax universality reduces to verifying the in-
formation radius condition of the un-projected family, i.e., R (A") = min,cp(xn) SUpnean Dor,) (1" ]|v).
Then, in the zero distortion regime, Theorem 2 recovers the necessary and sufficient condition known
for lossless universal source coding [2], [7], [8].

In the next section, we will use these conditions implicitly and explicitly to study strong minimax

universality for the family of envelope distributions on infinite alphabets.

C. Proof of Theorem 2

Proof: For the direct part, for any n > 1 and d > 0, let us consider a lossy code & = (¢},C, D})
of length n such that ¢; is determined from m,, i.e. Tgx = Tp. From this, &, is a D-semifaithful code
operating at distortion d from the assumption that 7, € Q,,(d).? For the second stage (the variable length
encoder-decoder of B,,), let us consider the pairs (C;;, D) as a solution of the minimax problem presented

in (18), i.e.,

Ho (e (1)
. * n o(mex ) H
min sup |R((¢;,,Cn,Dp), p") — ————
(Cn,Dn) peA, (( ) ) n
Then we know from (18) that
Hcr(7r x)(:u’n) 1 1
sup |R . ) — — T T < ZRY(AR, 0wy ) + —
sup ( & .u") " CRT(AF o(mo;) + o
(¢7..C.Dr)
1
= —RT (A}, o(my 23
RH(A}, o(m)) + 23)

Using (16), it follows that

H,. .
sup [R(g;kw /‘Ln) - Rn(dmun)] < sup R(g;ﬂun) - #

HEA; REAf

1

=— | RY(A},0(m)) + su [HUW ") — min Hg- "}—4—1 ,
n( (A}, 0(mn)) o (") = min  Hoe) (1)

(24)

which concludes the proof from the assumptions on {m,,n > 1}.

2To achieve this, it is sufficient to have that y™ € dﬁfl({yn}) for any y" € B,.
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12

For the other implication (i.e., the necessary condition), let us assume that there is a D-semifaithful

coding scheme {& = (¢;,,C;,D;),n > 1} operating at distortion d > 0 such that

lim sup [R(&, 1") = Rn(d, )] = 0. (25)

From (2), we have that 7. € Q,(d) for all n > 1 (condition i)). Concerning the information radius,

using (18) and (19) it follows that:

Hoy(r, ) (0" Hyr o) (0"
sup | R((61Cos D)) — 22 VDN S sup | RU(68 Gy D)) — L) )
urEAN ~———— n (Cn,Dn) urEAm n
&
1
> ~RH(A", o(my; ). (26)

Then using the decomposition of the average redundancy in (16), it follows that
Ha(ﬂ'(ﬁ)(:un)

sup (R(&,, ") — Ra(d, ")) = sup | R(&,, u") — .

#n eAn MneAn

1
] > SRY(Mjo(ry)), QD)

which proves that condition ii) is satisfied from (25). Using again (16), it follows that Vu" € A™

HO"II’¢,* "
R(EL 1) — Ru(d, ) > 2ot ()

Verifying condition iii) follows from (25) and the definition of R, (d, u™) in (11). 0

— Rn(d, ™). (28)

I'V. RESULTS FOR ENVELOPE FAMILIES

The results for envelope distributions on co-alphabets are presented in this section. Let us first introduce
some definitions that will be needed for the statement of results. We begin introducing the family of
models:

Definition 4: Let f : X — R" be a non-negative function. We define the envelope family induced
by f as:

Ap={pePX): u(x) < f(z),Vo € X}, (29)

where (u(x))zex is a convenient short-hand notation for the probability mass function (pmf) of f.
Definition 5: Let #(X) C P(X) denote the set of all probabilities (source) with finite entropy in X.
In addition, we need to introduce a notion of regularity for the distortion function. We consider the

Euclidean norm between two points in X denoted by |i — j| for any ¢,j € X. With this, the blown-up

ball of radius € and centered at i is denoted by B¢(i) = {j € X, |i — j| < €} for any € > 0 and i € X.
Definition 6: An unbounded distortion function p : X x X — R™ is said to be consistent with respect

to the Euclidean norm if for any K > 0, there exists € > 0 such that for any ¢ € X if j ¢ Bc(i) then

plig) > K.
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A. Main Results

THEOREM 3: Let Ay C P(X) be induced by a non-negative function f and p be an unbounded
distortion consistent with respect to the Euclidean norm (Def. 6). We have the following results:
i) If f ¢ ¢1(X), then for any d > 0 and any D-semifaithful coding scheme {&,,n > 1} operating at
distortion d:

sup [R(En, i) — R(ds u)] = 00, ¥ > 1.
wEA;

ii) If f € ¢1(X), then for any distortion d > 0, there exists a D-semifaithful coding scheme {&,,,n > 1}

operating at distortion d — with respect to {p,,n > 1} — that is weakly minimax universal, i.e.,

lim [R(&n, 1) = Ru(d, p™)] =0,

n—oo
for any p € Ay NH(X).
i) If sup,ep, H(p) < oo, or, equivalently, if Ay C H(X):? then the same construction presented in

ii) is strongly minimax universal, i.e.,

lim sup [R(&n, 1) = Ru(d, u")] = 0.

n—oo MeAf
The proofs are presented in Section V.

Some remarks about Theorem 3:

1: The result in part i) implies that achieving strong-minimax universality is not feasible for the entire
collection of stationary memoryless sources in oo-alphabets. This is a direct implication of this result
using f(i) =1 for all ¢ € X.

2: Interestingly, part i) matches the impossibility condition known for the lossless case in [8]. Therefore,
in the context of infinite alphabet sources, the non-zero distortion does not help making feasible the task
of universal source coding as we move from the lossless to the lossy (fixed-distortion) setting of the
variable length coding problem.

3: The argument used for the impossibility part relies on the proof of Theorem 2 and in particular on
bounding from below the worse-case redundancy by the I-radius of A, projected over the cells induced
by a D-semifaithful code (operating at distortion d). Then, the proof reduces to show that this redefined
I-radius (see (20)) is unbounded for any partition of X that belongs to Q,,(d) and for any d > 0.

4: On the other hand assuming that f € ¢;(X), the result in part ii) shows that there is a D-semifaithful
scheme that achieves weak minimax universality for any d > 0. This result is strengthened in part iii)

showing that the same D-semifaithful construction is strong minimax universal provided that Ay C H(X).
3This condition implies that f € £;(X).
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5: The constructive argument used for the proof of Theorem 3 (part iii) is based on a two-stage (lossy-
lossless) scheme (see Figure 1 in Section V). The basic idea of this construction is to consider a specific
two-stage lossy coding scheme. In the first-stage of this scheme, the problem is projected (loosely) to a
finite alphabet task for which results for finite alphabet universal source coding are adopted (see Lemma
4 in Section V). The second-stage, on the other hand, is addressed as a lossless source coding problem
over a transformed infinite alphabet, where results from lossless universal source coding for envelope
families are used (see Lemma 5 in Section V).

6: An important result used in the proof of Theorem 3 (part iii) is that the so called envelope distribution

fiy derived from f by

fx) if x > 74
pre)=9 1=, f(z) ife=7-1,
0 ifx<7p—1,

with 7; = min {k > 1, s fl2) < 1}, is the probability in Ay that achieves maximum entropy under
some mild considerations. The formal statement of this result is presented in Lemma 6 (in Sect V-B).
Therefore, the condition Ay C H(X) reduces to verify that H(jiy) < oo and, consequently, that the
function (f(x)log1/f(x)).ex is summable.

7: Finally, Theorem 3 can be extended to the scenario of a bounded distortion if it is consistent with
the Euclidean norm in the following sense:

Definition 7: A bounded distortion function p : X x X — [0, prmaz), With ppmes > 0, is said to be

consistent with respect to the Euclidean norm if for any K € (0, pimaz], there is € > 0 such that for any
i € Xif j ¢ Be(i) then p(i,j) > K.
The statement of that result would be the same as the statement of Theorem 3 but restricting d to the
range (0, pmaz). The proof argument follows directly from the proof of Theorem 3, consequently, both
the statement and the proof are omitted. Finally, it is worth noting that the Hamming distance satisfies
Def. 7 as many other regular distortions, e.g., pas(7,7) = K min {|i — j|, M} for any K € R™\ {0} and
M > 1.

B. Rate of Convergence

The next result complements Theorem 3 by providing an upper bound on the rate of convergence for

the worse-case overhead for the case of summable envelope families.
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THEOREM 4: Under the setting of Theorem 3, if Ay C #(X), and we add the condition that
lim sup Zizk f(i)log1/f(i)
koo ff(Ti)log 1/ fip(Tk)
with T, = {k,k+1,...} C X, then for any distortion d > 0, there is a D-semifaithful coding scheme

{&:,n > 1} operating at distortion d — with respect to {p,,,n > 1} — such that:

(n)logn logn
- 1

u
sup [R(E5, p") — R(d, )] < Cop—L e

1
+ Cy—,
HEA; n

where Cy, C7 and C5 are constants and

uf(n) = min{k > 1 such that fif(Tpy1) < 1/n}.
The proof is presented in Section V.

This last result adds a regularity assumption on the way the tail component of the entropy of fif
tends to zero, which is sufficient to obtain a rate of convergence for the worse-case overhead that is
O(ug(n)log(n)/n). Importantly, it can be verified that polynomial envelope families (with f,(z) = 1/2P
for some p > 1) and exponential envelope families (with f,(z) = Ke™** with K > 0 and o > 0) satisty
the tail conditions stated in this result, and, consequently, they are both strongly minimax universal. In
fact, we have the following:

LEMMA 1: Let us consider a polynomial function given by (f,())i>1 = (1/#”);>1. For any p > 1

it follows that ' .
lim sup Zizk fo(2) log 1/ fp (i) <
koo fif,(Tk)log 1/, (Tk)

LEMMA 2: Let us consider an exponential function given by (fa(i))i>1 = (Ke %%);>1. For any
K >1 and o > 0 it follows that

lim sup Zizk fa(i)log(1/ fa())
koo Hf. (Tk)log(1/fis, (Tk))

The proofs of these Lemmas are presented in Appendices I and II, respectively.
Finally, the sequence (uf(n)),>1 was introduced by Bontemps et al. in [9] for the lossless source
coding problem, where the same rate O(us(n)log(n)/n) was obtained for the redundancy of the best

(lossless) universal scheme with f € ¢;(X).
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V. PROOFS OF THE MAIN RESULTS OF SECTION IV
A. Theorem 3 — Part i): f ¢ {1(X)

Proof: Let us consider d > 0 and arbitrary D-semifaithful coding scheme {p,, = (¢,,,Cp, Dy),n > 1},

such that
pn(z", on(z")) < d,

for all n > 1 and 2" € X". We denote by B,, = {¢,(z"),2" € X"} the range of ¢, and by m, the
partition induced by ¢,, (see Eq.(3)). From the decomposition in (16), for any p" € A;‘

Ha(ﬂ'¢,n ) (Mn)
n

R(gTL? Mn) - Rn(d7 :u'n) > R(fn, /~Ln) - (30)

From (30) and the analysis presented in Sec.III-A.1, the worse-case overhead over Ay is bounded by

1
sup R(&n, 1) = Ra(d, i) 2 — sup D(vyn|lve, )
/Iz”EA? n ,LLEAf

1
> - min sup D, ™o
= 1 weP(Xn) M"ER}L U(m))(u ” )

1

where RT (A}, 0(mg,)) is the information radius of the family A’ restricted to the sub-sigma field induced
by 74, .

The rest of the proof will show that R (A}, o(my,)) = oo, for any n > 1. Using that f ¢ £1(X),
ie., Y ,ex f(x) = oo, we follow ideas used in lossless coding [8], to construct a countable collection
of distributions A = {fij,j € J} C A; with |J| = oo, where A; = supp(ji;) is such that |A;] < oo
and for any 4,5 € J i # j A; N Aj = (. Then we can consider the n-fold family A" = {ﬁ?,j € J}
where support(ﬂ;-‘) = A? = A; x .. x A; C X" Using the consistency of p, with respect to the
Euclidean norm (in Def.6), it follows that to achieve the distortion criterion in (2), it is necessary that
the range of ¢, has an infinite number of prototypes (i.e., |B,| = o0), otherwise, it is simple to verify
that sup . cy» mingrep, pn(z”,y") > d.

For any j € J, let us consider a covering of the support of i by cells of 7y, by

cAan= | B (32)

Bem, (A7)

where 7, (A}) = {B €mg,, AT N B # @}. At this point, we can show that ‘C(.A?)

< o0, Vj € J. This

follows from the construction of {A;?, jeJ } and the observation that any B in 7, is a finite set from
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the hypothesis that m, € Q,(d) and the consistency assumption on p,, (Def. 6). Therefore, we get that
C(A7) in (32) is a finite set for any j.
Let us consider a countably infinite sub-collection of disjoint sets in {C (A?), jedJ } by the following

approach:

J1=1,

j2 =min {j > ji, such that C(A}) NC(A}) =0},

k-1
Jr = min {j > jr—1, such that C(A7) N U C(A}) = @} e (33)

=1
For any finite k, the solution in (33) is guaranteed to be achieved with a finite integer; then, we have

an infinite new collection of probabilities An = { gyk, k > 1} c A" C A}l. Based on the construction of
&, » the family A" s composed of a collection of probabilities with disjoint support in X™. Then, we

consider the following partition of X"

M= {C(A} ),k >1}U (xn\ [j C(A;Pk)> : (34)
k=1

where it is clear that o(n,) C o(my,) and for any p,v € P(X"), Dy, ) (1llv) < Dy(r, y(ul|v). The
important point here is that A" contains an infinite set of distributions with disjoint support when restricted
to the cells of 7, and, thus, from the known connection between information radius and channel capacity
[2], the following can be obtained:

LEMMA 3: R (A" o(n,)) = cc.
The proof of Lemma 3 is presented in Appendix V.

Therefore, we have that
R+< }lva(ﬂ-(ﬁn)) 2 R+(Anva(ﬂ¢n)) 2 RJF(An?U(nn)) = 00, (35)
from the fact that by construction A" C A’} and o(n,) C o(mg,). Finally (35) and (31) prove the

impossibility part (Theorem 3 1)).# O

B. Theorem 3 — Part iii): f € £1(X) and Ay C H(X)

To organize the proof of this part, let us first introduce preliminary results and definitions that will be

used in the main argument.

4Alternatively, this result can be derived from (35) and Theorem 2.

January 13, 2022 DRAFT



18

Definition 8: The distribution induced by the tail function f is given by:

f(z) if x> 7
pr) =9 1=% ., fl@) ife=7—1 (36)
0 ifx<7p-—1,

where 7y = min{k > 1, s fl) < 1}.
Note that by construction, we have that fif(x) € Ay and 74 < oo from the hypothesis that f € ¢1(X).

Let us consider the finite set I'y = {1,..,k} for any £ > 1. Then we have the following result for
finite alphabet sources:

LEMMA 4: For any n > 1, k > 1, distortion d > 0 and ¢ > 0, there is a D-semifaithful code
&k = (¢rF C** Dxk) on Ty, that operates at distortion d > 0 (w.r.t. j,) and verifies that

o e {LEHEM} - R o] < EEED

where P(I';11) is the collection of probabilities on I'y41 (i.e., the simplex of dimension k).
The proof of Lemma 4 is presented in Appendix III.

For envelope families on infinite alphabets, we have the following remarkable result from Bontemp et
al. 9]:

LEMMA 5: [9, Prop. 5] If f € ¢1(X), then for any n > 1

-1 -1
(1+0(1))uf(7210gn§ R+(A}l) < 2+loge+W(nQ)logn, (37)
where
uf(n) =min {k > 1 such that jiy(Tp41) < 1/n}. (38)

Finally, let us consider a tail partition of X given by 71y = {I'y, {k + 1},{k +2},...} for any £ > 1.
The next result shows that the tail distribution fiy (in Def. 36) achieves maximum entropy over the
envelope family in the following sense:

LEMMA 6: If H(fiy) < oo, it follows that eventually in £ (i.e., for a sufficiently large k),

sup Hy(z,) (1) = Hy(z) (fiy) < 0.
HEA;

Otherwise, if H(jif) = oo, then sup,cp, Hy(z,)(1t) = Hy(z,)(f1y) = oo for any k > 1.
The proof of Lemma 6 is presented in Appendix IV.
Proof: The basic idea of the proof is to decompose the alphabet X into two segments and use a two-

stage scheme. More precisely, let us consider the following mapping Sy : X — I'p1q1 = {1, ..,k + 1}
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where
x ifeely={1,.,k}
Sk(z) = (39)
k+1 ifx>k

Applying this lossy mapping (letter by letter) to the source X", we create a truncated version of it:
Yi'(k) = Sp(X") = (Sk(X1), ..., Sk(Xy)) € Ty (40)

To retain the information lost from X" in Y7*(k), the following complementary mapping is used:

1 ifzely
Or(z) = e {1} UTy, 41
x ifz>k
which induces
20 (k) = Ox(X™) = (Ox(X1), ..., Ox(Xn)) € ({1} UTE)™. “2)

It is clear that for any k£ > 1, Y{"(k) and Z]'(k) recover X" with no loss. In this context, we propose
a two-stage strategy where Y{"(k) (a finite alphabet stationary memoryless source) is encoded with a D-
semifaithful code (operating at distortion d > 0) and Z7'(k) (an infinite alphabet stationary memoryless
source) is encoded losslessly using a variable-length code. Let us consider a distortion d > 0 and a D-
semifaithful triplet ¥ = (¢¥,C¥, DE) for the source Y{*(k) on the alphabet T'; 1, operating at distortion

d > 0 with respect to a distortion p on I'y 1 X 'y 1, where we assume that p coincides with p on I'y x 'y,

(the non-truncated symbols, see Eq. (39)). This means that for all y™ € I, |

Py, Sr(y™) < d. 43)

On the other hand, we can consider a lossless variable-length encoder-decoder pair (C¥,D¥) for the
source Z7(k), where Ck : ({1} UT$)™ — {0,1}* and DF : {0,1}* — ({1} UT$)". Then, given an

input 2™ € X" the final output (after decoding) of this two-stage approach is
(97, 2") = (on(Sk(@™)), Ok(a™) € (Tpga)™ x ({1} UTH)™ (44)
Finally, we recover #" from (3", 2") by the following letter-by-letter mapping
" = (V(91,21), -+, Yi(Un, 2n)) € X",

where

N z; 1if z; € Fi
U (i, 2) = € X. (45)

g ifz=1
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00011000

n __ n n !
Sk(x?) Y = Sk(Il) € (Fk+1) ! C,’i ° (bicl
e X" Truncation : Lossy Path

1 : 00011000|11001111

Ok(.’E?) ZIL = Ok(I'?’lL) € ({1} U Fi)n : C;’i 11001111
Truncation E Lossless Path
Two-STAGE ENCODING PROCESS
| — B = 05 (S (@) € (Teya)”
00011000, 11001111 ! Lossy Path
(C (0 (Su(=!))), Ch(Ok () € {0, 1}
first-stage bits: second-stage bits : - . . o

I | 11001111 ,D7]’€L 2 = Op(2t) € ({1} UTY)

Lossless Path

TwoO-STAGE DECODING PROCESS

Fig. 1: Tllustration of the two-stage scheme used in the achievability argument of Theorem 3 (f € ¢1(X)).

Then, using the condition imposed on p, it follows that
pn(2™,2") < pu(y™,9") < d, (46)

where 3" = Si(z") and §" is defined in (44). The first inequality in (46) is verified in Appendix VI,
and the second follows from the fact that &¥ is a D-semifaithful code with respect to p. Therefore,
this two-stage strategy produces a D-semifaithful code in X" with respect to p. The encoding-decoding
process is illustrated in Figure 1.

On the other hand, the length of this two-stage mapping (in bits per sample) that we denote by T,* is

given by:

LL(TAG) = - [LEA65(Skm)) + £EHO))] )

n

Then if X™ ~ p™, the average length is given by:

e LT} = LB Lol )+ B2 2@z ) (48)

first-stage bits second-stage bits

where Y = Si(X™) and Z" = O (X™).
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1) Analysis of the first-stage bits in (48): For the first term on the RHS of (48), it will be useful to

consider the following truncated distortion p* on X x X,

p(z, ) ifx,z el

k 0 if v,z ¢ Ty
Pt (x,x) = , Vo, T € X. (49)
mingsg p([E, .i') if t €'y, and T ¢ I

mingsi p(z,z) if ¢ ¢ I'y and T € T',

to specify p in T'y,1 x T's41, used in the first-stage of the construction. It follows that p*(z,z) < p(z, Z)
and p¥(z,Z) = p¥(Sk(x), Si(Z)). Consequently, we have that p¥ (2", ") = p%(Si(z"), Sk (z")) for any
2™ and Z" in X". For the rest of the argument, we fix j,(y",§") to be pk(y™,5") for any y",§" €
ki1 X Tky1. With this, let us introduce the counterpart of R, (d, u,) in (11) but using instead the

induced distortion p¥, i.e.,

HU ™ "
RE(d, ™) = min M

TeQk(d) n (50

where QF (d) is the collection of partitions of X" such that any 7 € QF (d) satisfies that VA € «r, Iy" € A

such that sup,.c 4 p¥ (2", y™) < d. Then from the definition in (11), we have that:
Ry (d, ") < Ra(d, "), (51)
for any d > 0, any n > 1, any k£ > 1 and any u € P(X).
On the other hand, if we consider the distribution of Y = Si(X™) € I'y11 (assuming that X" ~ pu"
for some marginal ;€ P(X)) and in particular its marginal distribution v, in P(I'y+1), we can rely on the

operational finite-length rate-distortion function R,,(d, v};) in (11). Using the fact that 5(Sk(z), Sk(7)) =

p*(z, %), it is simple to show that
Ra(d,vy;) = Ry (d, 1), (52)
for any d > 0, any n > 1, any k£ > 1 and any u € P(X).

Finally, for any D-semifaithful code & = (¢F,C* DF) for Y™ operating at distortion d > 0 w.r.t. jy,,

we have from (52) that

1

By { L™} = Ru(d,v])) = RE(d. ). (53)
At this point, we can use the result in Lemma 4 for finite alphabet sources. In particular, from Lemma

4 (choosing ¢ = 1/n) and the expressions in (53) and (52), we have that for any n > 1, kK > 1 and

distortion d > 0, there is a D-semifaithful code &3 for the first-stage such that

sup [1EX"~;M {L(c;;k( Zk(S’“(Xn))))} — Rk, Mn):| < klog(n+1) N %

HeAf n n

(54
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2) Analysis of the second-stage bits in (48): Considering the second term in the RHD of (48), let m,,
be the distribution of Z; = O(X;) induced by u, then we have that

1 -
~Eznmy { LCH(Z™) } = H(m,), (55)

because @’Tf is a variable length (prefix-free) lossless encoder of Z™ [3]. Furthermore, it is well understood

that the redundancy of C* is equal to (up to a discrepancy of O(1/n))

1 5 1
= |Eznemy { £CE(Z™) | = Hm)| ~ = Dl me, ). (56)
where mg,. € P(({1} UT$)") is the distribution associated with the prefix-free code C¥ [2], [3]. From
this observation, the criterion for designing the second-stage in the context of universal source coding

reduces to solving the following problem’:

RY(A" k) = i D(m™||m), 57
(A% k) mep(f?firmfgff (my[lm) (57)

which is the information radius of the projected family A}L = {mz, uweA f}. In particular, associated to

the solution of (57) [2], there is a lossless code C~flk such that

RY(A", k 1 s RY(A™ k) +1
M < sup [Eznwmn {,C(C:;k(zn))} _ H(m#)] < L (58)
n peh; Ln " n
Importantly, using the information radius object introduced in (18), it is simple to check that
R+(~}L, k) = RY(As,0(7,")) = min sup D, xmy (1" Im), (59)

meP(Xn) HEA
where

e = (T b+ 1), b+ 2}, x T {k+ 1} {k+2} . ) x o x ATk, {k+ 1}, {k+2},...}

denotes the partition of X" induced by the lossy mapping (Ox(), Ox(),..,Ox()) : X» — ({1} UT})™.
Then from (21) and (59)

R (A} k) < RF(Ap) = min | sup D(u"m). (60)

the last expression being the information radius of the unconstrained family A}L [2]. The result by Bontemp
et al. [9] (stated in Lemma 5) for summable envelope families comes in handy here. In fact, integrating
Lemma 5 in (58), for any k > 1 and n > 1, there exists a variable-length code C:* : ({1} UT{)" —

{0,1}" satisfying that:

ug(n) —1 logn n 2+ loge

1 5% n
sup |y {LCHZ} - )| < M0 (61)
pens LM n HTL_/
O(1/n)

It is important to note that the bound in the RHS of (61) is valid independent of k.
SUsing the correspondence between prefix-free codes and perfect (dyadic) distributions.
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3) Maximum Entropy analysis over the Envelope Family: For what follows, let us consider the

assumption that®

sup H(p) < oo. (62)
REA;

Then from (61), we have that there is a coding scheme {CN;‘L]“ ,n > 1} satisfying that Vk > 1:
(n) —1logn

~ u
sup ~ Exvoye {LEHOL X))} <
peh; T

+O(1/n) + sup H(m,),
2 n HEA;

=T 5 + O(l/n) + sup Ha(frk)(u)> Vn >1, (63)

where in the first inequality m,, , € P({1} UTI'},) denotes the distribution of Z = O(X) when X ~ p €
Ay, and in the second inequality, we use the tail partition 7y, = {T'y, {k + 1} ,{k + 2}, ...}. To continue
with the argument, we use Lemma 6 that shows that /iy in (36) achieves the maximum entropy of the
problem stated in the right term of (63) (eventually in k). Then assuming (62), i.e., H(fiy) < 0o, and a

sufficiently large k,
ur(n) —llogn
f (n) g

1 5% n
= sup Exnopn {z(cnk(ok(x )))} < L5 O(1/n)
T pels
+Mf(Fk)10g~ 7t > gl i) log —— T Tzl o
i>k+1

4) Concatenating the results in (48): From the expressions in (54), (64) and (48), we have that for
any distortion d > 0 and threshold £ > 1, there is a two-stage scheme {’7;;”“ = (&k, (CxF DiFY),n > 1}
where &F = (2% CF Dk is the D-semifaithful code of the first stage, operating at distortion d with
respect to { ok n > 1}, and (C};’“, 15;’“) is the variable-length encoder-decoder pair of the second stage,

such that for any n > 1:

kil on klog(n+1) Uf(n)—llogn
m[ B {LTHOD} = R )| < EEC 1180 L o1 ym)
1
+Mf(rk)10g~ 7t > fip(i)log —— e ©
i>k+1

assuming that H (fiy) < oo. Finally it is clear in the above construction that we can take (k) function
of n to achieve minimax universality using the fact that (uy(n) - logn/n) tends to zero with n [8], [9].
In fact, if (k) tends to co with n and lim,,_, ky, log(n)/n = 0, from (65) this it is sufficient to have

that:

lim sup [:LEX“NH“ {E(ﬁkk" (X"))} —Rn(d, ,un)] = 0. (66)

n—aoo IJ/GAf

SThis is equivalent to the condition Af C H(X) used in statement of Theorem 3 — part iii).
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Consequently, we achieve strong-minimax universality with the construction {7;*’“", n > 1} in the sense

stated in (14). This concludes the proof of Part iii). 0

C. Theorem 3 — Part ii): f € {1(X) and H(fif) =

Proof: If we relax the finite entropy condition on the envelope distribution, i.e., H(fif) = oo, the
same arguments, and in particular the two-stage construction presented in Section V-B can be used to

show that for any p € Ay, such that H(p) < oo, it follows that’

knl 1 —11
ogn+1) | us(n)—llogn
n 2 n

e (LT - R < 0/n)

~
point-wise analysis

+ (k) log s + > i)log s (67)
i>k+1

Then under the conditions that (1/k,,) is o(1) and (k) is o(log(n)/n), for any p € AyN H(X) it follows

that
. 1 kK, n n _
i [nExwm {20 (x) } = Ruldp ﬂ 0, (68)
which concludes the proof of Part ii). O
D. Theorem 4

Proof: Let us consider the assumption that

b g Sk A 1os (/s (0)
home i (Tr) log 1/fif (Tr)

Notice that the expression in the numerator is well defined when H(fif) < co. Hence, the result in (65)

(69)

for the worse-case overhead can be adopted. Using a sequence (k). such that k,, — oo then the term

H, 7, y(jif) in (65) can be expressed (in the limit) by:

D ik, Py(i)log(1/ (7))
lim sup H,z, y(iif) = lim sup fiy(Tx,)log1/as (T, {1 + , (70)
sup Ho(r, ) (fif) sup fig(Tr, ) log1/is (Tr.) o (o) log 1/ (o)
where from (69), there are two constants Ky > 0 and N > 0, such that for any n > N:
Hy(z, ) (By) = p(Tk,) 10g + Z i)log — )
ko) i>kn+1
< g (Tr, ) log 1/ fig (Tk,) - Ko. (71)

"For sake of space, the steps to derive (67) are not presented as it follows directly from Section V-B.
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In particular, choosing (ki), = (u £(n))n by the definition in (38) it follows that: fiy(7,s ;) < 1/n and
fif(T,s) = 1/n. Then for any n > 1:

1
A (T )log 1/ iy (Tyy) < - logm. (72)

Therefore considering the two-stage scheme {%*k

"> 1} driven by (kf)n>1, from (65), (71) and (72),
we have that eventually in n

ur(n)log(n +1) N uf(n) —1logn
n 2 n

1 *kf (yn . n
sup [ Loy (LT ) = Rt <

]
+0(1/n) + Ko - Oin, (73)

which concludes the proof. 0

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

On the general analysis of universal D-semifaithful coding presented in Section III of this work,
Theorem 2 tells us that meeting minimax universality for a given non-zero distortion d > 0 and a family
of distributions A implies the existence of a universal sequence of D-semifaithful quantizers for A.
Consequently, if the minimax redundancy criterion in (14) is met, for some d > 0, then there exists a

sequence of partitions {m,,n > 1}, such that m, € Q,,(d) (introduced in (11)), satisfying that

1
lim ~ H ") — min H,m(p")| =0, 74
e otr) (W) = it Hom (1) (74)

where H, (. )(u") is the entropy of u" restricted to the sub-sigma field induced by 7, (see Eq.(8)), and
mingco, (@) Ho(x)(p") is the quantizer in Q,,(d) that minimizes the entropy given the distribution x™ and
d. For obvious reasons, this representation dimension of the problem in (74) is not part of the lossless
setting and requires a special treatment in this lossy case. In principle, it is not obvious that the criterion
in (74) can be achieved for any family of stationary memoryless distributions in oo-alphabets. On this,
a direct implication of Theorem 3 for envelope families (the achievability part in iii)) is that there is
a universal quantization scheme in the sense presented in (74) for Ay when f € /1(X). The proof of
Theorem 3 in Section V-B offers a concrete construction for this universal quantization scheme based on
the two-stage quantization approach illustrated in Figure 1.

On the analysis of universal D-semifaithful source coding on envelope families, Theorem 3 offers a
necessary and sufficient condition to achieve minimax universality (in the sense introduced in Section
III) for Ay in oo-alphabets. Interestingly, the condition matches the summability condition over f known

for the lossless (variable length) coding setting [8].
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Finally, it remains an open problem to evaluate if the rate of convergence for the worse-case overhead
obtained in Theorem 4 can be improved. It is intriguing that this result does not show a faster rate of
convergence to zero with n (because of the non-zero distortion) with respect to its lossless counterpart
that has the same rate. In fact, the result is insensitive to the value of d, which is something that requires a
more careful analysis. In favor of the potential tightness of this part, we note that the non-zero distortion
did not show an effect on the impossibility part (part i) of Theorem 3) with respect to its counterpart in
the lossless problem [8]. On the other hand, it is clear that the distortion reduces the information radius
of the projected family, in the sense that R ( Foo(m)) < R+(A}‘) (see the definition in Eq.(20)). Then,
the non-zero distortion does reduce this information radius complexity indicator. However, it is unclear
that this gain in information radius translates into a gain in the overall minimax overhead expression in
the lossy setting (with respect to its counterpart in the lossless setting) because the information radius
captures only one the two expressions of the redundancy in (16). The other non-negative term is captured
by the role of the universal quantization discrepancy mentioned in (74).

To conclude this discussion, we realize (from the expression in (16) and the analysis in Section III-A.1)
that a concrete way to prove that the result in Theorem 4 is optimal is to show that any sequence of
partitions {7,,n > 1} such that 7, € Q,(d) satisfies that

R (A}, 0(mn))
o £ 0\Tn
lim nlgcf)o TR (75)
f
At a first glance, this result looks not very intuitive, but we could conjecture that it is true. Indeed, a
related non-zero gain (information radius) result has been obtained by the authors of this work in [14],
[15] but in a simpler context involving a tail-based scalar quantization and a distortion that is not fixed
and tends to 0 with n. We believe that some of the tools used in this analysis can be adopted to derive

(75), but the extension to analyze the object in (75) is not direct. This is definitely a relevant direction

for future work on universal source coding on co-alphabet.
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APPENDIX I

PROOF OF LEMMA 1
Proof: First, it is simple to verify that if p > 1, then (f,(¢)log 1/ f,(4))i>1 € ¢1(X), which implies
that fiy € H(X) (see Eq.(36)). Let us introduce the tail series:

Sll)c = Zﬂfp(i) = pr(i)a

i>k i>k

where the last equality is valid eventually (for % sufficiently large). Then it follows that:

k_ -p K p 1 1 1
S =kTY =k (”<<k+1>/k>p+<<k+2>/k>p*"'<<k+K>/k>p+“'>

1>k

_pr 1+Z +/k . (76)

The term of the series in the bracket in the RHD of (76) is indexed by the fraction i/k, where k is fixed

and 7 goes over the integers. Hence, this series decomposes in k-additive components as follows:

1 1 1
I+ —— |+ —+... + _ : (77)
; (t+1)P ; (i+1/k)P ; (t+ (k—1)/k)P
term Wi:ler offset term wit}:; /k offset term with (k — 1) /k offset

The 0-offset term in (77) equals Zizl & = S1. The I/k-offset term is upper bounded by "~ # = Sp
and lower bounded by >, (z+1) =D >0 7 = S2 for any | € {1,..,k — 1}. Therefore from (76) and
(77), we have that

—51 s> L (Sp+ (k—1)52) > —52

kp p = ~p = kP k'p o3 (78)

which means that Sj,f When p > 1, this term tends to zero with k.

kpl'

To continue with the proof, let us analyze the information series:

p = Z“f )log(1/fiy, (4) pr ) log(1/ fp(d)),

>k >k
where the last equality is valid eventually (for %k sufficiently large). This last expression is equal to

P> ;> 3 logi. Therefore, we can concentrate on the series:

- 1 . logk log(k + 1)/ log(k)
Ik = —1 = 1
P ;ip 8L = T +; ((k +14)/k)P

_logk log(k + 1)/ log(k)
kP 1+; (1+i/k)P

(79)
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Similarly to (77), the series in the RHD of (79) can be decomposed in:

log(k + ki)/ log(k) log(ik + 1)/ log(k) log(ik + k — 1)/ log(k)
1+Z Tt ip +Z; ESYOL +...+; ECE

0-term 1/k-offset term (k — 1)/k-offset term

For the 0-offset term, we have that:

log(k + ki)/ log(k log(i +1)
1 <1
+Z (1+4)p +Z 1—1—2 logkz (t+1)P

i>1 i>1

=S+ I? (81)

lo kP’

while for the generic [/k-term in (80), we have that:

log(ik + 1)/ log(k log(tk + k)/ log(k
Zg( )/ g()sz g( )/ log(k)

= (i +1/k)P = iP
B 1 1 log(i + 1)
B Z P + log k Z P
i>1 i>1
I,=
=54 L 7 (82)
P log(k) P
Returning to (79), it follows from (80) and the posterior bounds that
plog k 1 1 -
Ik < —1, 83
P= k- [S loghk? 83)
Then,
i pklogk 51 p I_p
lim sup ————2— < lim sup - . (84)
oo 5’1’; log(l/S}’; hvoo = 1521 k51
pS,
=P <o, (85)
(p—1)S3
which concludes the proof as p > 1. 0

APPENDIX II

PROOF OF LEMMA 2

Proof: If we consider the information function (i, (7)) = (— fa(7) log fa (7)), it is clearly summable
then fi, € H(X) (see Eq.(36)). Let us analyze the tail of jiy, , i.e., S¥ = > ik fif, (i) for any k > 1. We

have that Sk = e=@* > Ke=® = ¢=2*. §1. On the other hand, we need to analyze the tail fraction of
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the entropy of fiy,, ie., IF = — ik Bp (@) log fig, (i) = — 325, f(i)log f(i), the last equality holding
eventually (for &k sufficiently large). It is simple to show that

It =log(1/K)Sk + Kaloge - > ie ™ (86)
i>k
—_——

Tk
[e3

where I¥ = ke=**S0 (1/K + 1/k - e~®). Finally, we have from (86) that I* = (log(1/K)S. + S}) -
e~ 1 (SY/K) - ke®*. With this, it is simple to verify that:

) It SO k
um sup = - l1m- sup
koo Sa10g(1/Sh)  KSL koo kaloge +log(1/5])
1
e — , 87
Ke 2aloge > &7)
which proves the result. UJ

APPENDIX III

PROOF OF LEMMA 4

Proof: Without loss of generality, let us consider the finite alphabet A = {1,..,k}, a distortion
d > 0, and the collection A = P(A). Using the non-asymptotic performance bound in (11), we are

interested in the following object:

1
min  sup | —Exnoyn {L(Cp (P (X" —Rn(d, u™)|, 88
6.2, SUP | S Exy {L(Crn(on(X™)))} (d, ") (88)

where the minimum is carried over the collection of D-semifaithful codes on A operating at distortion
d.

Let us fix an arbitrary ¢ > 0. For any 2" € A", let p,» denote the type of =" (the empirical distribution
in P(A) induced by z"), and P, = {pn,z" € A"} the collection of types obtained with sequences of
length n. For any p € P,, the type class of p is given by T, = {2" € A" : py» = p}, where it is clear

P,| < (n+ 1)k [3]. For any

D;)) indexed

that {Tp, pE I:’n} offers a finite partition of A™. It is well known that

member in the type class p € Py, let us choose a D-semifaithful code §7*llfp = (qﬁ;‘;’fp,C;if“p,

by p satisfying the condition:®

1
~Eyonp, { LCEGEM) } £ Rald, 1) + ¢, (89)

where fi,, € P(A") in (89) is a short-hand for the uniform distribution over 7, C A™.

8This selection can be accomplished from (11).
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With this, we consider a simple two-stage universal strategy, inspired by the two-stage scheme used in
lossless universal source coding [2]. For encoding =" there is fixed-rate function f,, : an — {0, l}knog("+1ﬂ
for indexing (encoding) the type of x™, and conditioning on this information, the second-stage encodes
2™ lossily with &* “p.n- Then the variable length representation of ™ operating at distortion d is given by
(f(pzn), CiE (¢3F, . (2))) € {0,1}". From this construction, it is simple to check that this scheme is
a D-semifaithful code of 4™ with respect to pi,.

Let us analyze its worse-case overhead in A. Let us consider u € A, then if we denote by 7,F =
(fas (E2F np P € P, ) the two-stage scheme and (with small abuse of notation) we use 7,* as a short-hand

for the encoding mapping (from source symbols to binary sequences) then:

L(Ty (") = Klog(n +1) + £(C}5,,. (¢, (")), Va" € A" (90)
first-stage second-stage

and

Exu (LT} = Rad ") = —Evarn {Exope {ETHXNIY ]} = R

klog n+1) Z ™ ( EX o~ {ﬁ(c*k (¢ (Xn)))} — Ru(d, u™)

pEP
1)
k1 +1 1 . n -
:<@j>+zmmwa%@@w)wm}RmMﬂ
pEP,
+ Y 1T R(d, fip) — Ru(d, p™) ©2)
peP,
<0
< Flogn+1) 93)

n

The expression in (91) follows from (90) and the observation that conditioning to the event Y =
p, for some valid p € P,, X" ~ fip, independent of ;™ [3]. To obtain (92), we include the term
> pep, K" (Tp)Ru(d, fip) in (91) to then use the inequality in (89). Finally to obtain (93), we use the fact
that " (B) = 3 cp, 1" (Tp)fip(B) [3] and that Ry (d, p) is a concave function of the second argument
from its construction in (11). Finally, the inequality in (93) is valid distribution free, which concludes

the proof. O
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APPENDIX IV

PROOF OF LEMMA 6

Proof: Let us assume that H(jiy) < oo, where jiy € Ay is the tail distribution introduced in (36).

Let us consider an arbitrary ;« € Ay. Then we have that (assuming the regime where k > 7, see (36)):

Hy ) (fiy) — Hy(z) (1) =

>k+1 fl) e>k+1

> iy (k) log ~f(1rk) + p(T') log lg((rr;f)) + p(Tk) log u(T)
+ Y (o)~ o) log 72 o

r>k+1 f((L')

_ 1 1
= (Ay(T) = p(Tw)) log s + >Zﬂl(f(a:) () log 2o
i 1
= x;ﬂlﬂ(w) - m;ﬂlw(w) o8 21y Fk + >Zk+1 u(@)) o8
1- >

= () e log ke L) %)

a>k+1 f(z)

To obtain (94) we use that 3~ | pu(z)log fE g > —u(Ty) log 4 (( ’“k)) from the observation that Dz, ) (pl|fif) >
0. At this point, we use the fact that f € £1(X), which means that limg e Y .1 f(2) = 0. Therefore
eventually (i.e., for a sufficiently large k) we have that 1 — > ~, ., f(2) > >° 544 f(2). Assuming
this large k£ regime, it follows from (95) that

Hy () (i) = Hogzy (1) = Y (f(x) — p(x)) - log

x>k+1

Zy>k+1 f(y)

————>0. (96)
f(z)

The last inequality in (96) comes from the assumption that ;« € Ay, which means that p(z) < f(x) for

all x € X.

On the second part of the result, we assume that H(jiy) = oo. Here, it is clear that H(z,)(fif) = oo

for any k£ > 1, which is sufficient to obtain the unbounded result. O

APPENDIX V

PROOF OF LEMMA 3

Proof: First, it is important to note that by the construction of A™ in (33) and the partition 7, in

(34), A™ degenerates in the probability space (X™, o (n,)), in the sense that for any k > 1
Ho(n,) (i5,) = 0. 97)
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Let us consider a distribution over the indices of the family A (i.e., over the integer set N) p € P(N),
and with this we can construct a joint distribution p x A” in the product space (N,2N) x (X", o(1,)) in
the standard way, i.e., p x A"(A x B) = >acapla)-jij (B) forany A C N and B € o(n,). Associated

with this joint distribution, we can derive an expression for the mutual information of p x A 21, [3]:

Z(p A" = Z p(a) - Doy, (B5, || 12) (98)
aeN
= Hon) (1) = Y p(a) - Hogy) (7iF,), (99)
aeN

where [i(B) =3,y pla)i}, (B) for any B € o(ny,). Using (97), it is simple to show that Z(p; Ay =
Hy () = H(p) = — > ,cnpla)logp(a). Finally it is well known, from the construction of the
information radius of A™ [2], that RT(A", o (n,)) > Z(p; A") = H(p) for any p € P(N). This last

inequality proves the result as sup,cpny H(p) = o0. O

APPENDIX VI

PROPOSITION 1

PROPOSITION 1: For all z™ € X", it follows that p,(z",z") < pn(y™, ™).

Proof:
n o sn 1 = A
pula”,3) = = S plai, )
i=1
1 n
= a xuxz ]Tk xz) + p(.%'z,l'z)].r‘c (.%'Z)]
= *Z p(Wi, 9i)1r, (z:) + p(xi, 2i) 1rg (i)
——
=0as z;=x;
1 n
< =3 Ay 9)1r, () (100)
i=1
1 n
<= i) (101
i=1
= (s 3") (10

The first inequality in (100) follows from the construction of p assuming that coincides with p in I'y X T'

and the mild assumption that p(i, k + 1) < p(i,k + 1) for all i € T'y,. O
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